A s another year at JGIM draws to a close, we want to thank and acknowledge the many talented people who have served as peer reviewers for JGIM over the past 12 months. Peer review remains an imperfect process, just okay at detecting error and abysmal at detecting fraud. Nevertheless, traditional peer review seems here to stay: few leading journals or editors are currently pushing for its demise. So while the idea of open source review appeals to our sense of transparency and fairness, for now we will continue to rely on our large panel of expert volunteer peer reviewers (and outstanding Deputy Editors) to help ensure the quality and fidelity of what we publish.
JGIM relies on a dedicated group of peer reviewers to examine findings, scrutinize methods, and help authors improve reporting of their work. In 2012-2013, JGIM reviewers volunteered their time and expertise to review about one-third of the approximately 1,500 manuscripts JGIM receives each year. During this period, 957 reviewers provided a total of 1,181 reviews with a mean quality score of 4.1 on a scale of 1-6 (as judged by JGIM deputy editors). Of these, 211 provided at least two reviews and 14 provided three or more. We are indebted to them for their service.
Among this group of dedicated peer reviewers, there is a group of top performers that stand out. Reviewers included in this group performed at least two reviews between July 2012 and June 2013, returned all reviews within 30 days, and received a quality score of four or greater on all reviews. An asterisk identifies the 98 reviewers who meet these criteria. We congratulate them on their service to the academic community and thank them for their efforts on behalf of the journal. 
